“FAR Secretariat’ <farcase.2001-014@gsa.gov>
CC.

Subject. FAR Case 2001-014

To Wom It My Concern::

| amwiting to express nmy opposition to the Federal Acquisition Regulatory
Council's proposal to repeal the dinton admnistration's rules on federal
contract or responsi bility. The rules require contracting officers to |ook at
a conpany's record of conplying with the Iaw in decidi ng whet her the conpany
is a "responsible contractor" eligible to receive a federal contract.

A conpany's track record of conplying with the |aw should be an inportant
factor in deciding whether the conpany deserves a federal contract. Conpani es
that routinely disregard worker safety and health, fail to pay mninum wages
and overtime as required by the law, or violate other |aws providing
fundanental protections to workers shouldn't be rewarded with federal
contracts. That's unfair to conpanies that do conply with the law and allows
violators to profit from their [awbreaking.

Federal contracts should go to responsible, [|aw?abiding conmpanies, not to
corporate |awbreakers. | wurge the FAR Council not to repeal the contractor
responsibility rules and to let the rules go into effect w thout further
del ay.

I have worked under a contract with the Postal Service where the contractor

di scrimnated, wi thheld benefits and violated nany statutes yet as an enpl oyee
there was no recourse because of the lack of admnistration of current [|aws.
To further delute the | aws just makes a sham of the law. Stop the deluting of
laws that protect enployees from corporate abuse.

Si ncerely,

Donald G Sikora
2822 N. Ricketts
Sherman, TX 75092




“John C. Baciila Jr.” <jehnbadila@mindspring.com> on 06/06/200102:14:02 PM

To: “FAR Secretariat” <farcase.2001-014@gsa.gov>
cc:

Subject. FAR Case 2001-014

To Whom It May Concern::

| amwriting to express my opposition to the Federal Acquisition Regulatory
Council's proposal to repeal the Cinton admnistration's rules on federal
contractor responsibility. The rules require contracting officers to look at
a company's record of conplying with the law in deciding whether the conpany
is a "responsible contractor" eligible to receive a federal contract.

A conpany's track record of conplying with the [aw should be an inportant
factor in deciding whether the conpany deserves a federal contract. Conpanies
that routinely disregard worker safety and health, fail to pay m ninum wages
and overtime as required by the law, or violate other laws providing
fundanental protections to workers shouldn't be rewarded with federal
contracts. hat's unfair to conpanies that do conply with the law and allows
violators to profit from their [awbreaking.

Federal contracts should go to responsible, law?abiding conpanies, not to
corporate |awbreakers. | urge the FAR Council not to repeal the contractor

(rjelsponsibility rules and to l'et the rules go into effect without further
el ay.

| further urge you to prevent outlaw conpanies from profiting from ny tax
dollars. Please do not repeal the contractor responsibility rules.

Sincerely,

John C. Badila Jr.

1100 Pensive Lane

Geat Falls, , VA 22066




./

“Michael Burt” <burtmichaelburt@yahoo.coms> on 06/06/200162:02:27 PM

To: “FAR Secretanat" <farcase.2001-014@gsa.gov>
cc:

Subject: FAR Case 2001-014

To Whom It May Concern::

| amwiting to express nmy opposition to the Federal Acquisition Regulatory
Council's proposal to repeal the Cinton admnistration's rules on federal
contractor responsibility. The rules require contracting officers to |ook at
a conpany's record of conplying with the |aw in deciding whether the conpany
is a "responsible contractor” eligible to receive a federal contract.

A conpany's track record of conplying with the | aw should be an inportant
factor in deciding whether the conpany deserves a federal contract. Conpanies
that routinely disregard worker safety and health, fail to pay m ninum wages
and overtime as required by the law, or violate other |aws providing
fundanental protections to workers shouldn't be rewarded with federal
contracts. hat's unfair to conpanies that do conply with the law and allows
violators to profit from their [awbreaking.

Federal contracts should go to responsible, law?abiding conpanies, not to
corporate |awbreakers. | urge the FAR Council not to repeal the contractor
(rjelsponS| bility rules and to let the rules go into effect without further

el ay.

Sincerely,

M chael "Burt

247 Turf View Dr

Solana Beach, CA 92075




/4/

"Marla Drucker” <marla-drucker@home.com> on §6/06/200102:04:48 PM

To: “FAR Secretariat” <farcase.2001-014@gsa.gov>
cc:

Subject: FAR Case 2001-014

To Wom It My Concern::

| amwiting to express nmy opposition to the Federal Acquisition Regulatory
Council's proposal to repeal the Cinton admnistration's rules on federal
contractor responsi bility. The rules require contracting officers to |ook at
a conpany's record of conplying with the Iaw in decidi ng whet her the conpany
is a "responsible contractor' eligible to receive a federal contract.

A conpany's track record of conplying with the |aw should be an inportant
factor in deciding whether the conpany deserves a federal contract. Conpani es
that routinely disregard worker safety and health, fail to pay m ninum wages
and overtinme as required by the law, or violate other |Iaws providing
fundanmental protections to workers shouldn't be rewarded with federal
contracts. That's unfair to conpanies that do conply with the | aw and all ows
violators to profit from their |awbreaking. -

Federal contracts should go to responsible, law?abiding conpanies, not to
corporate | awbreakers. | urge the FAR Council not to repeal the contractor
responsibility rules and to let the rules go into effect w thout further
del ay.

Strong | abor protection is a cornerstone of American denpbcracy. As a voter and
taxpayer, | wll not tolerate this sort of attenpt to underni ne our American
way of [lifel

Si ncerely,

Marla Drucker

28 Al lesarn Road
Asheville, NC 28804




.7

Gene <ex_pres_e@hotmail.com: on 06/06/2001 04:40:32 PM

To: “FAR Secretanat" <farcase.2001-014@gsa.gov=
ce:

Subject: FAR Case 2001-014

To whomIt My Concern::

I amwiting to express myopposition to the Federal Acquisition Regul atory
Council's proposal to repeal the Cinton admnistration's rules on federal
contractor responsibility. The rules require contracting officers to look at
a conpany's record of conplying with the |aw in deciding whether the conpany
is a "responsible contractor' eligible to receive a federal contract.

A company's track record of conplying with the | aw shoul d be an inportant
factor in deciding whether the conpany deserves a federal contract. Conpanies
that routinely diSregard worker safety and health, fail to pay m ni num wages
and overtime as required by the law, or violate other laws providing
fundanental protections to workers shouldn't be rewarded with federal
contracts. That's unfair to companies that do conply with the law and all ows
violators to profit from their [|awbreaking.

Federal contracts should go to responsible, |aw?abiding conpanies, not to
corporate |awbreakers. | urge the FAR Council not to repeal the contractor
&elspon3| bility rules and to let the rules go into effect wthout further

el ay.

Sincerely,

Gene

233 marion
cannonsburgh, PA 15317




f fﬁ 4 a ?
“Daniel J. Wieczorek” <vicepresident@cwalocal4008.org> on 06/06/2001
02:18:14 PM

To: “FAR Secretanat" <farcase.2001-014@gsa.gov>
cC

Subject: FAR Case 2001-014

To Wom It My Concern::

| amwiting to express my opposition to the Federal Acquisition Regulatory
Council's proposal to repeal the Cinton adninistration's rules on federal
contractor responsi bility. The rules require contracting officers to |ook at
a conpany's record of conplying with the law in decidi ng whet her the conmpany
is a "responsible contractor" eligible to receive a federal contract.

A conpany's track record of conmplying with the |aw should be an inportant
factor in deciding whether the conpany deserves a federal contract. Conpanies
that routinely disregard worker safety and health, fail to pay m ninum wages
and overtime as required by the law, or violate other |Iaws providing
fundanental protections to workers shouldn't be rewarded with federal
contracts. That's unfair to conpanies that do conply with the |aw and all ows
violators to profit from their |awbreaking.

Federal contracts should go to responsible, law?abiding companies, not to
corporate | awbreakers. | urge the FAR Council not to repeal the contractor
responsibility rules and to let the rules go into effect wi thout further
del ay.

I ama union officer with the Comruni cati ons Workers of America, and | amvery
much concerned with workers rights and this issue. | urge you to not repeal
the contractor responsibility rules.

Si ncerely,

Daniel J. Weczorek
18022 E. 9 nile rd.
Eastpointe, M 48021




"william jaskowiak” <wdjaskow@cubsmyp.com> 0n 06/06/2001 02:25:46 PM

“FAR Secretariat” <farcase.2001-014@gsa gov>
cc:

Subject: FAR Case 2001-014

To Wom It My Concern::

| amwiting to express myopposition to the Federal Acquisition Regulatory
Council's proposal to repeal the dinton admnistration's rules on federal
contractor responsibility. The rules require contracting officers to |ook at
a conpany's record of conplying with the law in decidi ng whet her the conpany
is a "responsible contractor” eligible to receive a federal contract.

A conpany's track record of conplying with the |aw should be an inportant
factor in deciding whether the conpany deserves a federal contract. Conpanies
that routinely disregard worker safety and health, fail to pay mninum wages
and overtime as required by the law, or violate other |Iaws providing
fundanmental protections to workers shouldn't be rewarded with federal
contracts. That's unfair to conpanies that do conply with the | aw and all ows
violators to profit from their |awbreaking.

Federal contracts should go to responsible, [|aw?abiding conmpanies, not to
corporate |awbreakers. | urge the FAR Council not to repeal the contractor
responsibility rules and to let the rules go into effect wi thout further
del ay.

Si ncerely,

Wl 1liamjaskow ak
2549 di ane 1n

eau claire, W 54703




/4,

“Lewis Birkhead” <imbirk2801in@aol.com:> on 06/06/200102:26:10 PM

“FAR Secretariat” <farcase.2001-014@gsa.gov>
cc:

Subject: FAR Case 2001-014

To Whom It My Concern::

| am witing to express ny opposition to the Federal Acquisition Re?ul atory
Council's proposal to repeal the Clinton adnministration's rules on federal

contractor responsibility. The rules require contracting officers to |ook at
a company's record of conplying with the law in deciding whether the conpany
is a "responsible contractor” eligible to receive a federal contract.

A company's track record of conplying with the | aw shoul d be an inportant
factor in deciding whether the conpany deserves a federal contract. Conpanies
that routinely disregard worker safety and health, fail to pay m ni num wages
and overtime as required by the law, or violate other |aws providing
fundanental protections to workers shouldn't be rewarded with federal
contracts. hat's unfair to conpanies that do conply with the law and allows
violators to profit from their |awbreaking.

Federal contracts should go to responsible, |aw?abiding conpanies, not to
corporate |awbreakers. | urge the FAR Council not to repeal the contractor
&elspon3| bility rules and to let the rules go into effect wthout further

el ay.

Sincerely,

Lewi s Birkhead

3652 Sailer Road

Mount Vernon, IN 47620




